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« . ^ I^® 'WA/L/A/G DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - — 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. " 

" ^fcIS "/t^M^^^^^ available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 

after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. ' ^ / y 

' II Mn ^^"'^H ^P^^^^^ above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

' l^Z^Trl '^!^^ 'S specified above the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure o reply withjn the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U S O § 1 33) 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). y ^viuucauy 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 July 2002 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2bM This action Is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomial matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD, 11, 453 O G 213 
Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-16 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-2 and 7-9 is/are rejected. 

7) 1^ Claim(s) 3-6 and 10-16 is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 13 The specification is objected to by the Examiner, 

1 0) S The drawing(s) filed on 08 July 2002 is/are: a)n accepted or bM objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1. ^ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3.n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application), 
a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) p Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Inten/iew Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) U Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

3) |2Sl Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) 3 and 5 . 6) □ Other: 
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Application/Control Number: 1 0/069,8 1 1 Page 2 

Art Unit: 3653 

DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(5) because they 
do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the description: VH, mentioned on 
page 9 of the specification. A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: The drawing sections 
include figures 6A and 6B, however the brief description of the drawings only lists a figure 6. 
Some words written in the specification and the claims are written as a hyphenated word, for 
example pre-sent, an-other, trans-port. In the English language these words are not normally 
hyphenated. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 4-6 and 10-16 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c) as being in improper form 
because a multiple dependent claim they cannot depend from any other multiple dependent 
claim. See MPEP § 608.0 l(n). Accordingly, the claims have not been further treated on the 
merits. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 



The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The description of the first figure is not clear to the examiner. It is not clear what the 
significance of the letters a, b, and c is. Nor is it clear what happens to the sheets after the cutting 
process, namely where did the sheets labeled c go and where did the sheet labeled b come firom. 
It is also not clear whether the sheets are shingled in section B, as is indicated on the figure, 
because the specification does not clearly describe this. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

The claim language indicates that the sheets are transferred in a shingled manner to a 
sheet handling machine. However, the specification describes an invention where the shingling 
process takes place within the first transport section of the sheet handling machine. It is unclear 
what the applicant's invention is from reading these claims. 

Claim2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 
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Claim 2 recites the limitation "the leading edge" in lines 2 and 3 of the claim. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The edge of the sheet was never 
referred to as a leading edge before that time, and therefore cannot be referred to as "the leading 
edge." In addition, there are two sheets with two different leading edge that are discussed in the 
claim, an effort should be made to clearly indicate which leading edge is being discussed. 
Further in the claim, on line 4, the applicant mentions the front edge of the sheet, however, the 
front edge was previously called the leading edge. An effort should be made to use a consistent 
naming scheme throughout the entire claims section so as to avoid any confusion. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Scheffer. 

Schefffer teaches in claim 1 a method of transferring at least two sheets in a shingled 
manner to a sheet handling machine in which the sheets are moved at a second speed, which 
corresponds to the applicant's first speed, after a transfer from a cutting machine, where the 
second speed is slower than the first speed, which corresponds to the applicant's second speed. 
He further teaches decelerating a second sheet to a third speed at the trailing edge before it enters 
the transport path. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hirakawa in 
view of Rodewald. 

Hirakawa teaches a device for transporting shingled sheets to a sheet handling machine 
which comprises a first transport unit, 5 and 6, which are conveying belts that move the sheets at 
a first speed, where the first and second sheet are displaced by a certain length to form a shingled 
mode of arrangement. The device comprises a feed roll, not numbered, but shown in figure 2 at 
the left end of conveyor 4, where the conveyor 4 is driven at a higher speed than the first 
transport unit, see column 3, lines 23+. Hirakawa further teaches a plurality of shinglers, 39a- 
39d which a rotatably mounted on the support frame and are pretensioned towards the conveying 
belts which are spaced apart according to the sheet displacement and format, see column 3, line 
58 through column 4, line 45. Hirakawa further teaches that shingler 39b engages the leading 
edge of a first sheet while the trailing edge of the subsequent sheet passes through the hip formed 
by the feeding rolls, see figure 3. 

Hirakawa does not, however, teach a brake roll to decelerate the sheet leaving conveyor 4 
and entering conveyor 5. 

Rodewald does teach a brake roll assembly, 22, to decelerate sheets traveling along a 
conveyor. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to substitute the upper 
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feed roll of Hirakawa with the brake roll assembly of Rodewald if one so desired to slow the 
sheets down to a speed slower than the speed of the conveyor 4 before they arrived at the 
shingler 39b. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 3 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

Claim 3 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kaitlin S Joerger whose telephone number is 703-305-8503, The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Donald Walsh can be reached on 703-306-4173. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-308-0552 for regular 
communications and 703-305-7687 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-1 113. 
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